Parliamentary Government in
prevents the rule of wealth—the religion of gold." We
need not admit his emphasis that the "religion of gold*1
was the "obvious and natural idol of the Anglo-Saxon"
as more true of one country than of another* What is
certainly no longer the case is that there is an "order
of nobility'* in this country in the sense in which Bagehot
used the term. Our society is what Mr, Tawney has
termed an "acquisitive society/' and the modern House
of Lords expresses all that is implied in that term.
Effectively, it represents material success, whether gained
in the past or in the present, on the principles by which
success of this kind can be achieved in a society like our
own. How completely it represents this ideal cfcn be
put quite simply by saying that we naturally expect
a very rich man to end up in the House of Lords,
and that we are invariably surprised when a man
eminent for something other than wealth finds his way
there.
So long as the underlying principles of our society
were not called into question, there was no special reason
to question the claim of the House of Lords to a share
in the business of government, I have already alluded
to the important merits it possesses; beyond these, it had,
what is for Great Britain, one further quality of great
importance; it was venerable. It had existed as a part
of the English Constitution for as long as we had pos-
sessed a Constitution, Many of the members who played
an eminent part there were themselves almost a living
embodiment of the history of England, The House of
Lords was never rationally defensible after about 1867;
but until 1906 there was never an urgent need to defend
it, and it had become one of those significant institutions
which, like the Albert Memorial, we take for granted.
It was not, as it were, out of tune with its times, because
134

